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REMARKS 

The examiner maintained, the rejections of Claims 1-2 and 13-15 under 35 U .S.C. 102(b) 
a? being anin ipated by Choy et ah, PCX Publication No. WOOO/5958'i ; claims 4-8, E2, 16, 17 
!ii(12 ik s > is ob\ i >ver Ch et al u \ basi, US itent No 

786,863; an ns 9-11 md 18-20 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Choy et ai. in 
I ! r ) « i s v s s k V ee el ai N let 

No. 6,016,385. 

Applicant wid adores-, die examiner'.: injections and hi particular the examiners 
response to ipp can? ; an unent (lie examiner stated in response t Kppl ant's trgumeni 
that t io\ t l >. te K! h<> s U gk s he e\ai nusfittd 

IV Examiner res; et !iy a >rces Based on she broadest reasonable 
Interpretation of the term "body sulC*, Choy anticipates flu- claimed language in the 
description including, among other examples, a data glove w&cn by the user to 
provide sad simulate tactile interaction; (page II), lines 5-23), and further using a 
dais giove ant! ,.ia iiac device in .:r;:r; if track tuoihm of the stser's body, including a 
multiplicity of sensors defecting mniitm of diffcrem parts of the body. 

ipj ea nt.cn ds th ( s eas rang do s not address the - ! < < oreovt 

is in enor. ( 'lann 1 calls ior the teatine oi a body m.i I j 1 t 1 t, . - i n< s a . . ( > ,! i - 
receiving the tactile signals from the cooinvoni cations network; 5 The examiner rejected this 

> i. . is it ! v. b «. U nit i 1 1 t tf th v<n> rg n a 

body suit havmg tactile actuators. Moreover, the examm - Cn eaa ik>i teeon* 
signals om the mu cation network Clio glo\ sends signals to ic onimuxweation 
network. 

Choy does not .inherently teach the body suit, as claimed. Specifically, Choy teaches; 

For example, the sensiug device coaid be in the form oi s digital glove tvne 
device which fits over the hand or tin- back of the hand of the user and from an 
i i ement and eaoits. visual images < ' > > 

t 1 e database t ) << » 
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In Choy, the glove is used to control the system, e.g., sends signals to a virtual reality 
) ' I i>\ i { dt scribe to it* .._ gi_:v * , ,< . k^f k as 

< it t ! i i ' ) v the aaiiaton- receiving ihc acts c 

signals from the communications network." 
The examiner also responds that: 

Applicant contends the applied reference O;ov docs not describe a Inmianoirf 
U a he . \u : i a tactile sea 
network. Fiic Examiner rcspettfulf.v disagree.", and rOers the Applicant to page 5 2, 
iirscs 28-34, which further de>.crii>cs the d<,ll being required t« send tactile- signals 
received of where/pressure it is being touched to the POnetsvock. 

Apparently this response is directed to Applicant o , 5 sis 

ncofrec! \pp3ic; q \ i %, v. 

§ io vs t Apj ni eiain m 2. Cho Iocs not desenb root sej 

oat tli€ does not desoi be a body suit. C 1 ^ o does describe; "the 

! , i h c i u i i - ^ . s n > ft 

1 " sOv» t u \ ,0 ,a 

The examiner contends that Choy teaches the claimed features at page 12, lines 28-34. 

The Uosi will be responsible for providing say iiiformstion (i.e.. where it's f»ee« 
toadied, etc) . This information is transmitted to the PC via fcn interface card and 
the software would act appropriately, i.e. it coufd select from a list of appropriate 
find) movemenfs. Once chosen, it would o«tp«f the date io the 'doii controller' 
which wosHd move tbc selected limbs accordingly. 

In t V\ i * ! v 

v > i i * h nxocm ihat arc output to th > < ' t 1 

t k I 1 i c i x \ er, this does not d ribe what > c s i 

huroanoui lohot. rcveismg. from the connnumc.itnms iienvmk me •signal- fn.cn ibe motion 

vls^ S M >f t>i_i t n I .JUM n U C ! i v 

suit 1 v s ? k y! r o £ i u\ * ' i > 

' \p, t it si h 1 ^ s w i 5 ! I tk !' M v ^ it 

Choy does not describe a body suit Usui, motion sensors" 
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robot So the bod}- suit worn by the user. Rather, in Cho>. is' the dolt is louche* I h e dolls provide, 
a responsive movement. In claim 2, the robot is a surrogate for the user in the body suit hi 
Choy, the d C 

Claims 13-1.5 are allowable for analogous reasons. 

Claims 4-8, 12, 16, 17 and 21 are allowable over Choy et ah in view of Abbasi, US 

''i'u \i < a . s 1 n ^ i hn v 1 Ov Ug SIC 

Applicant contends the appiied references Choy in view of Abbasi d» not 
soggesj a robot comprising a body natl a camera and a tusensphom; coupled to the 
< d ' S < t ni»i i i i I s ecs, A it'% 

i *i» i i » < * o < t less b i 

imiividoaiiy where: the rejections are based on combinations of references. See in re 
Keller. 642 F..2<! 413, 208 CSPQ 871 K'OPA 1981); 1st re Merck & Co.. SOfl K.2d 
mh 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Or. 1986). Choy teaches a robot compristeg a bdtly 8»<i 
U > n s sound audio cards beOv.*i i o t i ) 

* <• ' iS i O s c sped 

sssim-phooe and s camera. 

Claim 4 requires that: . . . "the robot comprises ... a camera coupled to the body, the 
camera tor ->endi;se v aieo signals to the communications m -w ^ aiul 
th«*b» i ]>s 1 wm k> - w. mJv signals to the communication* network." 

dhe ^-m w^wm ->> h kK lius d ws run >umies-, 1 :e.m;ws. s. ^ s dt-ea of 
w sv 1 ! s r o > «. <n t m 5 > < n 

for sending video signals to the communications network and a microphone coupled to the body, 
i i m e o ~ i oh u!!iu u si s i r of a 

"Each composer mwrfacos * a " u: ib K'a'oal -wrs-suy. k v i m i but not limited to 
a video camera (35A and 35B)> a microphone (40A and 408), and a speaker (45 A and 45B). 
'These sensory devices can be used optionally, collectively or in any combination." But nowhere 

it Ox S 1 > i I s N v t W i. »1 f Ol 1 N _ * I i > CSC 1 -sO(.i 

sot v > > des cer ; corrom eatt hg 1 . n ding to el cn> i Neitl r ( nor Abbas 
i sv.1 sc \ v. i i, i 1 s „ I i I f tu. 1 X w. ' 1 wouln 

a user and a robot. 

\ioreo\ e ... v i -h' at, - >' ( its and \bbasi Is s < siat.cC since < j.o w not 
lr -'on -t i . *■ v ) !J robot to the use: l;co 1 "LM.dme 



the teachings of Abbas! because (sic) leaches that the use of sight and sound is important for easy 
>' : t v. i i s( i ^ u fki )hi ni ' , i me id ■> i 

stnm ahon is a ftmerit xi elf means U i e i <. 1 

\pl Ik on contends t ?t n e and 

' it i -■ »of ait '.uu' u kMi 1 i i n k >> t n t r v ie ! , . v n n ♦ 
em d \ m I i 1 ! > st.-r and the a t i. t 

reecho = lie smmns b<mn the network. 

Clain quues u f o c mneUuimt a cm.pi ! > d ! t k j eo> e< 
from the camera and a transducer to transduce the audio signals received from the microphone, 
five mmnv„ mmm- m response; 

:> < i s h i i - i ( >i j 

more generally describes a aadio mid visual component. -Xp|>H<:an5 conteads the 

> < I il ! ! !! > < M s , 

video ssgoais. The Examiner respectfully disagrees, is; tlu- bnmdesl. reasosabte 

j ■ bt'tiihet of Ch<>> i i ) i • sd> > d i i > i es ^ . 
ss)d audio signals to a user received from the network meet the eSaimed ■limitations. 

ex d'ho\ s cut ions a Virtual Ffi > lluwevr, that 

1 eadset dot 

transtliK can; ds of base claim 1 , 

Claim 6 

■Claim 6, which recites that the system of claim 5 has the robot is at a first location and 
these oggles t t cat i ; he tern 1 es udes t t s moid robot 
in the second location, the second robot having a second microphone and a second camera; and a 
second set of goggles o receive the vidd ignais fi ntht first an ;ra a? - s mi arphone t< 
receive the team signals from the first microphone is distinct over the combination of 
references 1 h% .'xarmncr states: 

rs , >iit ocalimjs j ' i . m- ) - 2* rein oae t 
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atai » ■ « 1 1 itKl fht-nioN »( < t ,i 

! i ! < ' >) t i > > * t i < < s ' ' 

16% wherein the users use headsets fo receive >i vi > hsSs (page 5 i as 

29-pSge ?, Sine 2), Ahbssi farther teaches » remote physical cactus filer system 
comprising s cua s mica! r< ate >*h» externa! sensory devices including s 
second camera and a second microphone (Figure 1). 

The examiner contends thai Choy et ah discloses C - . wherein one user has one avatar and 
v ( s t a i i »L i ti o'n k a- are eontrolled due ■ 

tin m. ist { ii . enis < t Cm e pect c i ers {page 16. lines >) v >pli e c 
luv^ocrth > 1 - s 

sensors sending tactile signals to a body suit having tactile actuators via the communications 
network as in independent claim 1, or that a second humanoid robot in the sec; md location has a 
second nic! p < ^ <. an era rd i\ 

from the first camera and a second earphone to recert e the audi . c firs 

microphone. Applicant farther contends that Abbasi's "remote physical encounter system does 
not cure the deficiencies in the combined references.. 

The examiner also rejected Claims 9-i I and 18-20 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Choy et al. in view of Abbasi as applied to claims 5 and 16 above, and further 
in view of Yee et at, US Patent No, 6,016,385, 

I to a; ieijM fee realms disemwo in then ic-owcio e haw chains, claims <--t 1 and CCC* 

K \ i ^1 1 Uu 1 ! ' ^' iC \ 

6,01 6.385, since Yee et al. is not seen as curing the deficiencies of the combination of Choy and 
Abhasi. 

is e v s accompan ;db a Request for Coma ed - ! * > it - 

Disclosure Statement as a submission. 

!< nm* *Otnt I i w v n m diw o i s n I c tcui 

addressed. 

he e re eo n ; ag meant re reel! i\) \ su >m u e ap? ti 
conation for i % c and such actio;] is respectfully requested at the examinerC earhesi 
convenience. 
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\ 1 i \ * t 5! k! 'fL l<n ! »s < six 

which they depend arc patentable. 

< icck cl mi if am \ i <: bee i canceled \ boat 1 ud ce ot k i n ei 

\l\vU. \ MlMlkl M V»K ! I - s v ! >. { I L 

examiner does not mean that the applicant concedes other comments of the examiner, (b) made 
arguments io* the patenUbthov e1 *oirc: damv doe- i t no > e> ood 

e >k> s -• e 1 f c s I io c s em e t celet el; 

d ess > nn t pplicant con edes my o the ex eds pos s will ectt tin 

claim or other claims. 

Please charge die $225 tee for the Petition for Extension of Time to Deposit Account No, 
06- i 050. Please apply any other charges or credits to Deposit Account No. 06-1 050. 

Respectfully submitted , 

Date; „ _ 

Fish & Richardson P.C. 
225 Franklin Street 
Boston, MA 02110 
Telephone; (617) 542-5070 
Facsimile; sod 542-8906 
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